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The  proceedings  were  begun  at  0900. 


THE  PRESIDENT:  This  is  Paper  391  -  an 

application  for  leave  to  have  the  evidence  in  chief 
of  Admiral  James  0.  Richardson,  a  witness  for  the 
prosecution,  presented  in  the  form  of  a  prepared 
statement  instead  of  by  oral  examination. 

BRIG-aDIER  Q.UILLIAM:  Captain  Robinson 

appears  in  support  of  the  application,  and  the 
grounds  are  stated  in  the  affidavit  attached  to 
the  application.  Do  you  wish  me  to  read  it,  sir? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  It  is  short.  I  better 

read  it,  but  you  can  state  it  briefly. 

BRIGADIER  Q.UILLIAI.I:  It  shows  that 

Admiral  Richardson,  a  high  ranking  admiral  in  the 
United  States  Navy  of  long  experience,  is  to  give 
expert  evidence  at  the  trial.  He  has  made  a 
special  investigation  in  order  that  he  can  give 
that  evidence,  and  has  written  a  report  showing  the 
results  of  his  investigation. 

It  is  submitted  that  this  application 
is  similar  to  an  application  with  respect  to  which 
you  made  an  order  a  short  time  ago,  sir.  Y/e 
suggest  that  a  similar  order  should  be  made,  includ¬ 
ing  in  it  the  fact  that  a  copy  of  the  statement  be 
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given  in  advance  to  tho  defense. 

There  v/as  some  discussion  which  took 
ploco  yestcrdoy  with  the  attorneys  for  the  defense, 
at  the  suggestion  of  Hr.  Logan,  who  joined  in  the 
conference.  Wo  discussed  the  situation  fully, 
and  they  decided  after  the  hearing  that  they  could 
not  consent  to  it,  and  v/c  were  unsuccessful. 

Captain  Robinson  saw  Mr .  Logan  and  showed 
hin  a  rough  draft  of  the  statement  of  Admiral 
Richardson's  evidence,  but,  as  I  say,  we  wero  not 
successful. 

It  is  difficult  for  the  orosccution  to 
see  how  this  matter  can  be  distinguished  from  the 
previous  natter  before  your  Honor.  It  is  true 
that  the  evidence  will  not  be  of  the  sane  length. 

It  is  true  also  that  there  will  not  be  the  same 
amount  of  statistical  matter,  but,  in  Dorticular, 
wc  suggest  that  tho  case  is  on  all  fours  with  tho 
previous  application. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Will  there  be  many  docu¬ 
ments? 

BRIGADIER  QUILLIAM:  I  fear  there  will 
be  a  number,  sir.  Perhaps  Ccptain  Robinson  can 
advise  us  on  that. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  There  will  be  about 
fifteen  —  from  twelve  to  fifteen. 


BRIGADIER  QUILLIAM:  We  think  it  is 
unfortunate  that  in  the  case  of  a  non  of  the 
Admicrrl’s  high  standing  that  unnecessary  time 
should  be  token  up,  and  perhaps  there  will  be  con¬ 
fusion  in  the  translations  and  statistical  infor¬ 
mation.  We  believe  we  should  not  be  compelled  to 
observe  a  technical  rule  os  to  the  giving  of  oral 
testimony.  Those  are  our  grounds. 

HR.  LOGAN:  If  the  Court  please,  wo 
believe  thct  there  is  a  decided  distinction  between 
this  application  and  the  other  one.  In  the  first 
place,  wo  oppose  this  general  procedure  on  the 
ground  thct,  in  accordance  with  good  practice,  it 
is  not  proper  to  permit  a  men  to  make  a  statement 
and  then  read  the  statement  in  court. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Is  there  very  much 
distinction  between  this  ease  and  the  Licbert  ease, 
Mr.  Logan? 

MR.  LOGAN:  I  insist  that  there  is.  Mr. 
Liebort’s  testimony  and  report  covered  approximately 
150  pages.  I  spoke  with  Captain  Robinson  and  Mr. 
Quilliam  yesterday,  and  saw  the  rough  draft  of  the 
statement  end  what  it  contained,  end  I  found  it 
r  very  short  report.  It  contains  no  extensive 
tables  or  statistical  natter  which  would  require 
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1  only  looked  at  it  for  about  five  minutes. 

1  just  glanced  at  it.  There  was  nothing  technical 
there  that  a  man  of  this  witness’s  standing  could 

not  testify  to  on  direct,  thus  avoiding  the  necessity 
of  having  it  read. 

THE  PRESIDENT*  I  do  not  sec  what 
advantage  there  would  be  if  he  testified  in  the 
ordinary  way.  You  will  have  the  report,  and  he 
nay  bo  oermittod  to  refer  to  his  notes.  It  will 
be  a  benefit  to  the  defense. 

HR.  LEVIN:  The  difference  is  only  as  to 
the  rooort.  We  believe  we  are  entitled  to  have 
the  witness  give  direct  testimony. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  How  long  is  it? 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  About  forty  cages. 

LR.  LOGAN :  It  contains  a  number  of 
documents .  It  is  entirely  different  from  the 
Licbert  situation. 

MR.  LOGAN:  Before  the  request  is  granted, 
might  I  suggest  that  your  Honor  examine  it? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  will  examine  it.  I 
will  examine  it,  and  I  think  I  will  refer  it  to  my 
colleagues  also.  I  do  not  think  it  will  make 
much  difference  about  these  questions,  but 
there  arc  eleven  of  us. 


Given  in  advance  to  the  defense. 

There  was  some  discussion  which  took 
place  yesterday  with  the  attorneys  for  the  defense, 
at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Levin,  who  joined  in  the 
conference.  We  discussed  the  situation  fully, 
and  they  decided  ufter  the  hearing  that  they  could 
not  consent  to  it,  and  we  were  unsuccessful. 

Captain  Robinson  saw  Mr.  Levin  and  showed 
him  a  rough  draft  of  the  statement  of  Admiral 
Richardson's  evidence,  but,  as  I  say,  we  were  not 
successful. 

It  is  difficult  for  the  prosecution  to 
see  how  this  matter  can  be  distinguished  from  the 
previous  matter  before  your  Honor.  It  is  true 
that  the  evidence  will  not  be  of  the  same  length. 

It  is  true  also  that  there  will  not  bo  the  same 
amount  of  statistical  matter,  but,  in  particular, 
we  suggest  that  the  case  is  on  all  fours  with  the 
previous  application. 

TIH  PRESIDENT:  Will  thorc  be  many  docu¬ 
ments? 

BRIGADIER  QUILLIAM:  I  fear  there  will 

4 

be  a  numbor,  sir.  Perhaps  Captain  Robinson  can 
advise  us  on  thet. 

CAPTaIN  ROBINSON:  There  will  be  about 

fifteon  —  from  tv/elve  to  fifteen. 
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fiiven  in  advance  to  the  defense. 

There  was  some  discussion  which  took 
place  yesterday  with  the  attorneys  for  the  defense, 
at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Levin,  who  joined  in  the 
conference.  V/e  discussed  the  situation  fully, 
and  they  decided  after  the  hearing  that  they  could 
not  consent  to  it,  and  we  were  unsuccessful. 

Captain  Robinson  saw  Mr.  Levin  and  showed 
him  a  rough  draft  of  the  statement  of  Admiral 
Richardson's  evidenoo,  but,  as  I  say,  we  were  not 
successful. 

It  is  difficult  for  the  prosecution  to 
see  how  this  matter  can  be  distinguished  from  the 
previous  matter  before  your  Honor.  it  is  true 
that  the  evidence  will  not  be  of  the  same  length. 

It  is  true  also  that  there  will  not  be  the  same 
amount  of  statistical  matter,  but,  in  particular, 
we  suggest  that  the  case  is  on  all  fours  v/ith  the 
previous  application. 

TIIL  PRESIDENT :  ./ill  there  be  many  docu¬ 

ments? 

BRIGADIER  QUTLLIAIJ:  I  fear  there  will 
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be  a  number,  sir.  Perhaps  Captain  Robinson  can 
advise  us  on  thet. 

CAPTaIN  ROBINSON:  There  will  be  about 


fifteen  —  from  tv/elve  to  fifteen. 


BRIGADIER  v^UILLIA!':  V/e  think  it  is 

unfortunate  that  in  the  case  of  a  man  of  the 
Admiral's  high  standing  that  unnecessary  tii.ie 
should  bo  taken  up,  and  perhaps  there  will  bo  con¬ 
fusion  in  the  translations  and  statistical  infor¬ 
mation.  V/e  believo  we  should  not  bo  compelled  to 
observe  a  technical  rule  as  to  the  giving  of  oral 
testimony.  Those  are  our  grounds. 

MR.  LOGAN:  If  the  Court  please,  we 

believe  that  there  is  a  decided  distinction  betweon 
this  application  and  the  other  one.  In  the  first 
place,  wo  oppose  this  general  procedure  on  the 
ground  that,  in  accordance  with  good  practice,  it 
is  not  proper  to  permit  a  man  to  moke  a  statonent 
and  then  read  the  statement  in  court. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Is  there  very  much 

distinction  between  this  case  and  the  Liebert  case, 
hr.  Logan? 

MR.  LOGAN:  I  insist  that  there  is.  Mr. 

Liebert1 s  testimony  and  report  covered  approximately 
150  pages.  I  spoke  with  Captain  Robinson  and  Mr. 

Levin  yesterday,  and  sow  tho  rough  draft  of  the 
statement  and  what  it  contained,  and  I  found  it 
a  very  short  report.  It  contains  no  extensive 
tables  or  statistical  matter  which  would  require 
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c  statement  to  bo  given  in  the  form  of  a  report 
rather  then  the  giving  of  diroct  testimony..  It 
is  not  technical  in  any  respect,  such  as  was 
revealed  in  Mr.  Hebert's  report. 

Furthermore,  wo  have  hero  a  witness  who 
is  a  high  ranking  officer  in  the  Navy,  and  who  can 
speak  English  and  who  is  of  very  high  intelligence, 
'./e  feci  he  should  bo  subjected  to  direct  exam¬ 
ination,  and  that  we  have  tho  benefit  qf  thb 
questions  and  to  hear  his  answers  given  on  the 
stand.  We  v/ant  to  hear  the  questions  directed 
to  him  by  tho  prosecution,  and  to  hear  the  answers 
that  will  be  given. 

Furthermore,  we  do  not  think  it  proper 
to  have  a  witness  of  hi3  standing  tostify  from 
prepared  notes.  Ho  should  be  treated  as  any  other 
witness,  and  such  notes  and  preparod  statement 
should  not  be  used. 

Furthermore,  we  have  here  a  report  which 
has  been  prepared  by  tho  prosecution  and  the  wit¬ 
ness.  The  report  has  been  carefully  prepared 
and  revised,  and,  perhaps,  rc-rovisod,  after  hours 
and  days  of  careful  thought.  It  is  proposed  that 
that  type  of  evidence  be  introduced.  We  believe 
he  should  go  on  the  stand  and  give  the  evidence  on 
his  direct  examination. 
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Or;  the  other  hand,  tin  defense  in  cross- 
examining  tnis  men  must  t..ke  the  answers  ns  given 
by  Ida.  It  lies  not  had  the  opportunity  th-t  the 
prosecution  had  in  preparing  the  report.  I  submit 
th\t  wo  arc  relegated  to  the  position  that,  when 
we  cros3-exr  mine ,  we  ln.ve  to  take  the  answers  os  he 
Civos  then.  ./e  believe  tlict  the  prosecution  end 
the  defense  should  be  placed  in  the  srmo  position. 

Furthermore,  we  do  not  think  this  report 
is  fair.  it  hr.s  been  core  fully  prepared,  and  we 
urgo  that  Admiral  Richardson  should  be  placed  in 
the  position  to  testify  to  all  the  facts  within 
his  knowledge. 

In  addition,  there  is  contained  in  Admiral 
Richardson's  report  various  telegrams  and  inter¬ 
cepted  messages.  They  can  be  introduced  separately. 
They  do  not  have  to  bo  included  in  his  report.. 

We  sincerely  feel  una  urge  that  this 
type  of  evidence  should  not  be  permitted.  It  is 
not  in  accordance  with  the  method  of  procedure  with 
which  wo  arc-  familiar  in  our  courts. 

MR.  Ll.VIh :  The  Brigadier  has  indicated 
that  there  will  bo  approximately  fifteen  documents. 
Those  fifteen  documents  should  be  c  substantial 
part  of  the  evidence.  naturally,  those  documents 
can  be  prepared  in  advance,  and  can  be  tendered  in 


open  court,  and  while  I  cannot  state  it  now,  it  is 
probable  that  v/o  would  not  hevo  any  objection  to 
then  as  documents. 
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In  addition,  Mr.  Logan  has  referred  to 
the  question  of  using  proparod  notes  and  records. 
The  ruling  of  the  Court  is  to  the  effect  that  only 
those  notes  that  have  been  prepared  at  the  time  of 
the  occurrence  could  bo  used.  However,  I  assume 
that  any  notes  that  were  made  by  so  distinguished 
a  man  as  Admiral  Richardson  could  be  used  to 
refresh  his  memory. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  U'e  let  tho  Professor  do 

that. 

MR.  LEVIN:  Yes.  I  have  had  some  little 

experience  with  3ome  of  tho  udnirals  in  the  Navy, 
especially  construction  men,  and  these  men  know  and 
understood  fortifications  and  so  forth,  and  they 
require  very  little  memoranda  to  refresh  th^ir 
memories.  They  are  able  to  state, orally,  facts 
in  relation  to  those  natters.  The  Admiral  should 
have  no  difficulty  in  stating  these  facts  by  giving 
direct  evidence.  That  is  tho  proper  way.  It  is 
part  of  our  legal  system,  and  the  exigencies  of  this 
particular  case  require  that  that  procedure  be  fol¬ 
lowed  . 


MR.  LOGAN:  Allow  mo  to  present  Mr. 

Brannon,,  counsel  for  the  defendant  NAGANO,  who 
is  familiar  with  the  natter. 

MR.  BRANNON:  I  think,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  difference  betweon  the  former  ruling  and 
this  natter  is  in  connection  with  the  technical 
and  statistical  nature  of  the  report,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  the  conclusions  of  tho  Admiral  arc  of  a 
technical  nature.  They  are  not.. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  I  would  like  to 

explain  further.  There  is  tho  technical  ex¬ 
pression  of  the  orders  issued  for  the  Pearl  Harbor 
attack.  It  is  attached  to  one  order,  end  covers 
perhaps  100  pages.  There  is  an  analysis  which 
deals  with  the  deployment  of  Japanese  technique. 
That  is  one.  I  could  give  others.  It  is  of  a 
technical  ncture,  and  the  Admiral  will  discuss 
theso  luCl  tters . . 

MR.  LEVIN:  Captain,  the  Admiral  has 

made  this  report  -  this  report  of  the  attack  on 
Pearl  Harbor.  Certainly,  it  soems  to  mo,  that 
he  would  bo  able  to  testify  to  it  on  direct  exam¬ 
ination.  He  would  be  able  to  testify  as  to  tho 
events  without  preparing  a  report. 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  Mr.  Logan  objects  to 

using  notes.  I  think  that  this  is  preposterous. 


He  cr.n  hardly  be  expected  to  carry  those  natters 
in  hi3  memory.  It  is  unusual.  There  are  more  then 
100  pages  . 

BRIGADIER  QUILLIaI.1:  That  is  the  case  of 

cn  expert.  An  investigation  of  this  kind  having 
been  made,  he  should  be  permitted  to  refer  to  notes. 
But  no  court  v/ill  expect  him  to  carry  details  in 
his  memory,  and  I  think  it  was  agrood,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  that  we  should  be  permitted  to  refresh 
his  memory  from  his  notes.  That  is  the  expedient 
way.  Any  other  way  would  be  disorderly  and  very 
slow.  Every  time  he  v/ould  be  entitled  to  look  at 
his  notes  would  help.  I  think  myself  that  is  the 
gravamen  of  the  application.  I  suggest  that  the 
defense,  and  I  say  it  with  respect,  uro  making  an 
unnecessary  objection  to  the  prepared  statement. 

It  is  technical,  and  we  will  save  time  in  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  of  this  kind  if  we  do  not  hove  to  a3k 
direct  questions.  In  a  proceeding  of  this  kind, 
surely  that  rule  has  no  real  force.  If  the 
Admiral  were  giving  evidence  of  c  conversation  that 
ho  had  ton  years  ago  with  tho  Japanese,  or  eonothing 
like  that  where  accuracy  of  recollection  is  impor¬ 
tant,  it  would  be  a  different  question.  We  have 
here  c  careful  report  of  a  man  who  has  boon  in 
the  Navy  a  long  time.  He  makes  that  report  in 


11 


C oing  through  the  files  in  Washington  to  seloct 
expert  material.  The  result  should  be  clear. 

It  has  been  done  in  an  orderly  way,  and,  in  order 
that  there  would  be  no  prejudice,  we  willingly  met 
yesterday  and  showed  the  defense  a  rough  draft,  and 
we  will,  as  soon  as  possible,  give  them  a  copy  of 
of  his  statement. 

THU  PRESIDENT:  Will  he  make  a  report  on 

what  he  read  in  the  files? 

BRIGADIER  Q,UILLIALI :  He  night  read  what 

he,  the  Admiral,  thinks  relevant. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Will  he  speak  of  his  own 

knowledge  on  anything? 

BRIGADIER  QJJILLIAIi:  Yes,  sir,  he  will 

speak  of  his  own  knowledge.  He  will  be  able  to 
talk  on  many  matters,  but,  in  particular,  we  have 
the  advantage  of  having  a  man  who  can  explain 
cortcin  parts  of  the  orders  relating  to  Pecrl  Harbor 
which  will  be  of  benefit  to  a  layman,  certainly. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  Will  he  be  constantly 

referring  to  his  report? 

BRIGADIER  ^UILLIauI:  I  imagine  so. 

Captain  ROBINSON :  Wo  request  that  he 

be  permitted  to  read  the  report. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  If  these  notes  were  not 

made  at  the  time,  therefore,  if  we  apply  the  rules 


3trictly,  he  could  not  read  hi.3  report.  As  Mr. 
Levin,  suggested, the  Admiral  can  testify  to  notes 
made  at  the  time  of  the  occurrence. 

MR.  L2VIN:  I  think  thct,  as  far  as  that 

i3  concerned,  Mr.  Logan  agrees  with  me,  because  I 
am  not  sure  that  we  heve  no  objection  to  the  use 
of  any  notes  to  refresh  his  recollection.  However 
wo  do  not  now  know.  This  man  is  an  expert  and  his 
conclusions  should  be  based  on  the  information  he 
has  gathered. 

MR.  LOGAN:  As  a  matter  of  fact,  our 
practice  and  procedure  is  different  with  respect 
to  a  witness  refreshing  hie  recollection. 

THL  PRESIDENT:  If  he  read  a  newspaper 

at  the  tine  of  the  event,  he  can  refresh  his  nonory 
from  what  ho  read. 

MR.  LOGAN:  In  the  same  way,  since  the 

report  of  the  Admiral  was  made  from  investigations 
mado  by  him,  I  do  not  sao  why  ho  should  not  testify 
from  his  recollection. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  think  that  the  defense 

will  have  a  great  advantage  in  having  the  statement 
in  advance.  It  will  bo  of  value  to  have  the  report 
before  it  is  read. 

MR.  LOGmN:  That  is  one  of  the  advantages 

which  wc  aro  cognizant  of,  but  the  objection  deals 


12 


strictly,  he  could  not  read  his  report.  As  Mr. 
Levin,  suggested, the  Admiral  can  testify  to  notes 
made  at  the  time  of  the  occurrence. 

MR.  LEVIN:  I  think  thct,  ns  far  ns  that 

is  concerned,  Mr.  Logan  agrees  with  mo,  because  I 
am  not  sure  that  we  have  no  objection  to  the  use 
of  any  notes  to  refresh  his  recollection.  However, 
v/o  do  not  now  know.  This  man  is  an  expert  and  his 
conclusions  should  be  based  on  the  information  ho 
has  gathered. 

MR.  LOGAN:  As  a  matter  of  fact,  our 
prcctice  and  procedure  is  different  with  respect 
to  a  witness  refreshing  hie  recollection. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  If  he  road  a  newspaper 

at  the  tine  of  the  event,  he  can  refresh  his  nonory 
from  what  he  read. 

MR.  LOGAN:  In  the  same  way,  since  the 

report  of  the  Admiral  was  made  from  investigations 
made  by  him,  I  do  not  see  why  ho  should  not  testify 
from  his  recollection. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  think  that  the  defense 

will  have  a  great  advantage  in  having  the  statement 
in  advance.  It  will  bo  of  value  to  h:  vo  the  report 
before  it  is  read. 

MR.  LOGfiN :  That  is  one  of  the  advantages 
which  wc  are  cognizant  of,  but  the  objection  deals 
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v/.ith  the  character  end  import  .nco  of  it.  Here, 
wo  have  c.  report  which  has  been  prepared  after  weeks 
01  careful  study  and  thought<  It  is  thon  submitted 

4 

to  the  Court.  Now,  that  report  may  include  thoughts 
not  only  of  this  witness,  but  also  of  the  prose¬ 
cution.  It  is  unfortunate  th.t  such  a  report 
should  be  admitted. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  You  will  hr.vo  it  in 
advance.  V/e  must  trust  the  Admiral  as  to  what 
ho  states  and  what  he  will  put  in  the  report. 

BRIGADIER  '.JJILLIALi:  You  can  bv.  sure  wo 

all  trust  the  Admiral. 

MR.  LEVIN:  Wo  do  not  question  the 

Admiral  in  any  respect. 

MR.  LOGAN:  I  am  merely  suggesting  that 

the  report  is  carefully  phrased.  There  is  no 
question  about  thet.  We  do  not  have  the  same 
opportunity  to  prepare  reports  for  the  defense. 

V/e  have  to  ash  questions  on  cross-examination,  and 
v/e  must  take  the  answers  r.3  given. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  do  not  think  it  is 

necessary  to  take  it  before  ny  colleagues.  I 
think  the  result  will  be  the  same  as  before. 

MR.  LOGaN:  JL.y  I  ask  the  prosecution 

to  submit  the  rough  draft  to  us  ns  soon  as  possible  ? 
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I  only  looked  ct  it  for  r.bout  five  minutes. 

I  just  glanced  at  it.  There  was  nothing  technical 
there  that  a  man  of  this  witness1 s  standing  could 
not  testify  to  on  direct,  thus  avoiding  the  necessity 
of  having  it  read. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  do  not  soo  what 

advantage  there  would  bo  if  he  testified  in  the 
ordinary  way.  You  will  have  the  report,  and  he 
may  be  permitted  to  refer  to  his  notes.  It  will 
be  a  benefit  to  the  defense. 

MR#  LEVIN*  The  differ ence  is  only  cs  to 
the  report.  Wo  believe  wo  are  entitled  to  have 
the  witness  give  direct  testimony. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  How  long  is  it? 

CAPTAIN  ROBINSON:  About  forty  pcge3. 

MR.  LOGAN:  It  contains  a  number  of 

documents.  It  is  entirely  different  from  the 
Liobort  situntion. 

MR.  LEVIN:  Before  the  request  i3  granted, 

might  I  suggest  that  your  Honor  examine  it? 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  will  examine  it.  I 

will  examine  it,  and  I  think  I  will  refer  it  to  my 
colleagues  also.  I  do  not  think  it  will  make 
much  difference  about  these  questions,  but 
there  cro  eleven  of  us.. 


i 
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MR.  LEVIN:  I  would  again  emphasize 

that  it  would  be  nucji  more  satisfactory  to  hear 
the  Admiral’s  testimony  in  his  own  way,  by  question 
and  answer. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  If  it  would  not  waste 

* 

time,  yos. 

KIR.  LEVIN:  A  witness  of  this  type 

would  not  lose  tine,  especially  if  it  is  also  trans¬ 
lated  in  advance. 

THE  PRESIDENT:  I  will  consider  the 

matter. 

(Whereupon,  at  9:26,  the  hearing  was 


concluded. ) 
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